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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Double Patenting 



1 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In reLongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) maybe used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

2. Claims 1-23 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1,3, 16, and 18 of 
copending Application No. 09/768,148. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they 
are not patentably distinct from each other because the claims of the present invention are 
considered to be broader than the claims of 09/768,148, specifically the combination of claims 1 
and 3 and 16 and 18 of 09/768,148. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-8, 11-15, 17-20, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent Number 5,845,265 to Woolston. 

5. As to claim 1, Woolston teaches a system for generating a requisition for selectable items 
comprising: a client computer system connected to a network; a server computer system 
connected to the network, the network interconnecting the client computer system and the server 
computer system, the client computer configured to allow a plurality of users to access the server 
computer system (col. 8, line 39-col. 9, line 26), the server computer system configured to: 
associate one of a plurality of work sites with each of said users (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26, 
dealer to dealer and retail are considered different work sites.); identify items which may be 
requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site, and items which may not be 
requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26); 
receive and process a request of one or more selected items (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26); 
verify that each requested item is an item that may be requisitioned by a user associated with the 
associated work site (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26); and generate a requisition for the verified 
items (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

6. As to claim 2, Woolston teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the client computer 
system comprises a web browser for accessing the network and communicating with the server 
over the network (col. 8, line 39-col. 9, line 26). 

7. As to claim 3, Woolston teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the server computer 
system comprises a requester database containing one or more of a user identifier a password, 
and personal information for the plurality of users (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 
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8. As to claim 4, Woolston teaches the system of claim 3, wherein the requester database 
contains at least one shared user entry, the shared user entry associated with a single work site 
(col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

9. As to claim 5, Woolston teaches the system of claim 3, wherein the server computer 
system further comprises a work site database associating at least one of a plurality of work sites 
with each of the plurality of users (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

10. As to claim 6, Woolston teaches the system of claim 5, wherein the server computer 
system further comprises an inventory database containing information about the selectable 
items (col. 9, line 63-col. 10, line 32). 

11. As to claim 7, Woolston teaches the system of claim 6, wherein said information 
comprises one or more of an item identifying indicia, an item description, and an image 
representation of each item (col. 9, line 63-col. 10, line 32). 

12. As to claim 8, Woolston teaches the system of claim 6, further comprising a validation 
rules database associating each of said selectable items with one or more of a plurality of work 
sites with which a user must be associated to verify the item for a requisition (col. 15, line 43- 
col. 16, line 26). 

13. As to claims 1 1 and 23, they feature the same limitations as claim 1 and are rejected for 
the same reasons as claim 1 . 

14. As to claims 12, 19, and 20, they feature the same limitations as claims 2, 7, and 8 and 
are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2, 7, and 8. 
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15. As to claim 13, Woolston teaches the method of claim 11, wherein the client computer 
system and the server computer system communicate via the Internet (col. 8, line 39-col. 9, line 



16. As to claim 14, Woolston teaches the method of claim 1 1, further comprising identifying 
the user and retrieving information previously stored for the user (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 



17. As to claim 15, Woolston teaches the method of claim 11, further comprising providing 
at least one shared user account for use by multiple users, the shared user account associated 
with a single work site (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

18. As to claim 17, Woolston teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the step of assigning a 
work site to a user is performed by retrieving previously sorted information associating each user 
with at least one of a plurality of work sites (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

19. As to claim 18, Woolston teaches the method of claim 17, wherein the step of assigning a 
work site to a user is performed by retrieving previously stored information associating each user 
with at least one of a plurality of work sites (col. 15, line 43-col. 16, line 26). 

20. Claims 1-6, 8, 10-18, 20, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 5,970,475 to Barnes et al.. 

21. As to claim 1, Barnes teaches a system for generating a requisition for selectable items 
comprising: a client computer system connected to a network; a server computer system 
connected to the network, the network interconnecting the client computer system and the server 
computer system, the client computer configured to allow a plurality of users to access the server 
computer system (col. 6, lines 33-65), the server computer system configured to: associate one of 



26). 



26). 
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a plurality of work sites with each of said users (col. 23, lines 4-35); identify items which may be 
requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site, and items which may not be 
requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site (col. 23, lines 4-35); receive and 
process a request of one or more selected items (col. 23, lines 4-35); verify that each requested 
item is an item that may be requisitioned by a user associated with the associated work site (col. 
23, lines 4-35); and generate a requisition for the verified items (col. 22, line 46-col. 23, line 13). 

22. As to claim 2, Barnes teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the client computer system 
comprises a web browser for accessing the network and communicating with the server over the 
network (col. 6, lines 33-65). 

23. As to claim 3, Barnes teaches the system of claim 1, wherein the server computer system 
comprises a requester database containing one or more of a user identifier a password, and 
personal information for the plurality of users (col. 6, lines 33-65). 

24. As to claim 4, Barnes teaches the system of claim 3, wherein the requester database 
contains at least one shared user entry, the shared user entry associated with a single work site 
(col. 23, lines 4-35). 

25. As to claim 5, Barnes teaches the system of claim 3, wherein the server computer system 
further comprises a work site database associating at least one of a plurality of work sites with 
each of the plurality of users (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

26. As to claim 6, Barnes teaches the system of claim 5, wherein the server computer system 
further comprises an inventory database containing information about the selectable items (col. 
22, line 46-col. 23, line 13). 
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27. As to claim 8, Barnes teaches the system of claim 6, further comprising a validation rules 
database associating each of said selectable items with one or more of a plurality of work sites 
with which a user must be associated to verify the item for a requisition (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

28. As to claim 10, Barnes teaches the system of claim 1, further comprising a requisition 
database containing information about previously generated requisitions (col. 22, line 46-col. 23, 
line 13). 

29. As to claims 1 1 and 23, they feature the same limitations as claim 1 and are rejected for 
the same reasons as claim 1. 

30. As to claims 12, 20, and 22, they feature the same limitations as claims 2, 8, and 10 and 
are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2, 8, and 10. 

31. As to claim 13, Barnes teaches the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the client computer 
system and the server computer system communicate via the Internet (col. 6, lines 33-65). 

32. As to claim 14, Barnes teaches the method of claim 11, further comprising identifying the 
user and retrieving information previously stored for the user (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

33. As to claim 15, Barnes teaches the method of claim 1 1, further comprising providing at 
least one shared user account for use by multiple users, the shared user account associated with a 
single work site (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

34. As to claim 16, Barnes teaches the method of claim 11, further comprising providing at 
least one managerial account associated with a single work site and allowing a user to generate a 
requisition for any other user associated with said single work site (col. 25, lines 26-40). 
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35. As to claim 17, Barnes teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the step of assigning a 
work site to a user is performed by retrieving previously sorted information associating each user 
with at least one of a plurality of work sites (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

36. As to claim 18, Barnes teaches the method of claim 17, wherein the step of assigning a 
work site to a user is performed by retrieving previously stored information associating each user 
with at least one of a plurality of work sites (col. 23, lines 4-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

37. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

38. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 5,970,475 to Barnes et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,415,320 to Hess et 
al.. 

39. As to claim 7, Barnes teaches the system of claim 8, however Barnes does not teach 
information comprising an item description and an image. 

Hess teaches describing a sale item that with a description and an image (See Figure 6B). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Barnes regarding a system for purchasing with 
the teachings of Hess regarding the description of an item because a description and an image 
provide an ideal way for a browser to show an item. 
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40. As to claim 19, it features the same limitations as claim 7 and is rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 7. 

41 . Claims 9 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 5,845,265 to Woolston in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,636,863 to Friesen. 

42. As to claim 9, Woolston teaches the system of claim 10, however Woolston does not 
explicitly teach a database storing a list of items pre-selected by the user to be used at a later time 
to create a requisition. 

Friesen teaches database storing a list of items pre-selected by the user to be used at a 
later time to create a requisition (col. 5, line 23-col. 6, line 3). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Woolston regarding a system for purchasing 
with the teachings of Friesen regarding storing a list of pre-selected items because storing a list 
allows for greater flexibility for the client (Friesen, col. 3, line 52-col. 4, line 35). 

43. As to claim 21, it features the same limitations as claim 9 and is rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 9. 

44. Claims 9 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 5,970,475 to Barnes et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,636,863 to Friesen. 

45. As to claim 9, Barnes teaches the system of claim 10, however Barnes does not explicitly 
teach a database storing a list of items pre-selected by the user to be used at a later time to create 
a requisition. 

Friesen teaches database storing a list of items pre-selected by the user to be used at a 
later time to create a requisition (col. 5, line 23-col. 6, line 3). 



Application/Control Number: 09/750,635 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2142 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Barnes regarding a system for purchasing with 
the teachings of Friesen regarding storing a list of pre-selected items because storing a list allows 
for greater flexibility for the client (Friesen, col. 3, line 52-col. 4, line 35). 

46. As to claim 21, it features the same limitations as claim 9 and is rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 9. 

47. Claims 10 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 5,845,265 to Woolston in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,987,423 to Arnold et al. 

48. As to claim 10, Woolston teaches the system of claim 1, however Woolston does not 
explicitly teach a requisition database containing information about a previously generated 
requisition. 

Arnold teaches a requisition database containing information about previously generated 
requisitions (col. 18, lines 4-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Woolston regarding a system for purchasing 
with the teachings of Arnold regarding the storage of previously generated requisitions because 
previously generated requisitions could be useful for creating new requisitions (Arnold, col. 18, 
lines 4-22). 

49. As to claim 22, it features the same limitations as claim 10 and is rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 10. 



Conclusion 
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50. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. U.S. Patent Number 6,694,365 to Wyngarden teaches a system that provides multiple 
levels of access to a commerce web site. U.S. Patent Number 6,282,517 to Wolfe et al. teaches a 
system for matching purchase requests with sellers based on the sellers' locations. 

5 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B Blair whose telephone number is 703-305-5267. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on 703-305-9705. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Douglas Blair 




